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PER CURI AM

Yebel ai Makonnen, a citizen and native of Ethiopia, seeks
review of an order of the Board of Immgration Appeals (Board)
affirmng the decision of the inmgration judge (1J) denying him
political asylum 8 U S . C A 8§ 1158 (West Supp. 1998), and wth-
hol ding of deportation, 8 U S.C A 8§ 1253(h) (West Supp. 1998).
Makonnen | eft the country in 1989 and fled to Germany, where he
lived until he came to this country in 1993 on a six-nonth
visitor’s visa.

The 1J denied asylum and w thholding of deportation but
granted voluntary departure. On appeal, the Board held that
Makonnen was not eligible for asylum as he was “firmy resettled”
in Germany before comng to this country and failed to show he was
el igible under either exception to the “firmresettlenent” bar.
8 CF.R 88 208.13(c)(2)(i)(B), 208.15 (1998). The Board al so held
t hat Makonnen did not establish his eligibility for w thhol di ng of
deportati on.

We conclude that the decision of the Board is supported by
“reasonabl e, substantial, and probative evidence on the record
considered as a whole. . . .” 8 US CA § 1105(a)(4) (West Supp.

1998)." Therefore, we deny Mkonnen's petition for review. e

" Section 306(b) of the Illegal Inmmgration Reform | grant
Responsibility Act of 1996 (I RIRA), Pub. L. No. 104-208, 110 Stat.
3009, repealed 8 U . S.C. § 1105(a)(4), replacing it with 8 U . S.C A
8§ 1252(b)(4) (West Supp. 1998). However, because Makonnen was in
deportation proceedings before the effective date of the Il R RA
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di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

PETI TI ON DENI ED

the transitional rules provide for judicial review under
§ 1105(a)(4) as it existed before enactnment of the [IRFRA. |IRRA
8§ 309(c)(4).



